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or fraudulent, that he/she shares responsibility with his/her coauthors. The
Mandatory Submission Form should be signed by each author. In cases in
which obtaining a signature from each author would delay publication, the
corresponding author’s signature is sufficient provided that the correspond-
ing author understands that he or she signs on behalf of the other authors who
have not signed the form. An author’s name can be removed only at his/her
request, but all coauthors must sign a change of authorship agreement for any
change in authorship (additions, removals, or change of order) to be made.
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to the APS Publications Office any potential conflict of interest, financial or
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